








California Department of Transportation
Nonmetropolitan Local Officials Consultation Process
Comments Received and Responses

Department Comment: Please consider additional discussion pertaining to the Overall
Work Programs (OWPs) in the section regarding Regional Planning. As you know, the
yearly OWP includes work elements directly related to Regional, System and Mass
Transportation Planning efforts. All OWPs in our rural counties are reviewed and
approved by each RTPAs governing board. Discussion and approval of the OWP and
subsequent amendments are formal agenda items at their monthly meetings, and input 1s
solicited from the public in attendance.

Response: This comment was incorporated into the Final Nonmetropolitan Local
Officials Consultation Process document.

Department Comment: There are two additional primary System Planning documents
that you may want to include in the section regarding System Planning. They are the
District System Management Plan (DSMP) and the Transportation System Development
Program (TSDP). We will be soliciting input from our RTPAs regarding the DSMP, as
well as providing interested parties and the general public the opportunity to review and
comment on our draft report. We will also be providing our RTPAs an opportunity to
review and comment on our draft TSDP.

Response: This comment was incorporated into the Final Nonmetropolitan Local
Officials Consultation Process document.

RTPA Comment: It is our belief that the Department’s system and statewide planning
efforts, including Route Concept Reports (RCR), Corridor Studies, the California State
Rail Plan, the Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan, the California Aviation System
Plan and the California Transportation Plan, etc. need to be consolidated and better
coordinated with development of Regional Transportation Plans. In general, it is very
confusing to the public that there are so many, seemingly unconnected transportation
plans. Rather than developing each of these planning documents independently, we
believe that the Department should coordinate with the RTPAs’ public outreach efforts
conducted through the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) development. It is often
confusing to the public when the Department attempts to initiate independent public
outreach, through public meetings. Especially confusing are Route Concept Report
meetings related to routes that are already scheduled for several construction projects.
Also, it has often been our experience that the public is frustrated when the Department
only seeks input on the single state route currently being studied. SCCRTC would
welcome the Department’s involvement in public outreach efforts for the RTP instead.

In summary, we suggest that the Department use the projects listed in the RTPs to
develop projects for its statewide plans.



Response: This comment was not incorporated into the Final NonMetropolitan Local
Officials Consultation Process document. Improved coordination of plans and planning
processes at State and regional levels is a continuous goal of the Department. The
Department has a broad statewide responsibility for the development of the State’s
transportation system. Many of the plans mentioned help the Department plan for the
State system and provide many opportunities for the Department to consult with local
officials to ensure that State and interregional needs are addressed and are well
integrated with regional and local needs. Also, it is the Department’s goal to consult
with the local agencies and the public when the various documents are being developed.
If the Department were to only consult with the local agencies during the RTP process
there would be significantly less consultation since it is updated every four years.
Furthermore, this comment is more oriented toward public outreach rather than
consultation with local agencies, the intent of the “Nonmetropolitan Local Officials
Consultation Process.”

RTPA Comment: We don’t have any concerns with the draft procedures.





